Abstract. Human dignity has been a core notion in many regimes of international law, such as human rights and international humanitarian law. Respect for human dignity derives from the fundamental right to life. The right to life, considered as a peremptory rule of international law, provides human dignity with a more sophisticated status in legal terms. In other words, human dignity is no more a term with moral and ethical connotations but stemming from the right to life, it attains a legal and political dimension, evolving into a principle to be respected and protected.
The present paper is divided in two parts: the first part examines human dignity in international biolaw and in the second it is traced in the right to water. Specifically, it is argued that in the regime of international biolaw, human dignity constitutes a core concept and it comes into focus primarily as an integral qualitative element; in the right to water, the international community has recognized that respect, protect and fulfill the individuals' right to water equals to respect for human dignity. Human dignity is reaffirmed in the UNESCO Universal Declaration on Bioethics and Human Rights, being a core element of any bioethical debate, as well as in General Comment No. 15, according to which adequacy, availability, accessibility and quality of water include human dignity as a sine qua non component. However, since respect for human dignity is not yet a principle or obligation but a mere appeal for the establishment of concrete regulatory frameworks for biolaw and the right to water, it should be combined with the erga omnes obligation for the protection of the right to life, in order to solve practical and theoretical dilemmas on a global and national level.
Introductory remarks
The definition and context of human dignity has become an important part of the international vocabulary of human rights. 1 The concept of dignity forms a network of interconnected ideas related to worth and value within legal and ethical discourse.
It is a rich and meaningful concept, which matters because it forms the foundation of civilized society; without it, serious abuse of people is more likely to occur. 2 Human dignity speaks more widely to the moral scope and moral orientation of law. The concept of human dignity has consequences for legislation and for law as a set of norms-particularly, but not exclusively, in defense of human rights, and when used in legal contexts is not to be thought of as a norm, but as a systemic orientation to that conception of the human. 3 Dignity in international law constitutes an interpretive criterion in favor of broader human rights. Despite the lack of a definition in international law, the appeal to the respect for human dignity is a positive strategy for the defense of human rights. 4 Nevertheless, according to scholars', definitions are generalizations that try to gather the properties that several entities have in common; but they are unable to cover what is unique or irreplaceable. This is one of the key ideas that the notion of dignity tries to express. It refers, not to a general and abstract human individual, but to thisconcrete-human being who is in front of us. 5 The use of human dignity has not given rise to a detailed universal interpretation, nor even particularly coherent national interpretations. However, that does not mean that dignity has no role to play in the interpretation of human rights.
The absence of a consensus substantive meaning has not prevented it from being used to enable a much looser coordination of human rights adjudication to take place, with significant room for disagreement and divergence over specific practical applications.
In this context, a minimum content of the meaning of human dignity can be discerned:
each human being possesses an intrinsic worth to be respected, that some forms of conduct are inconsistent with respect for this intrinsic worth, and that the state exists for the individual not vice versa. Every breach of human dignity not only affects the individual victim, but also society as a whole, by raising the question of how we choose to live and relate to each other. 7 The question rises whether we opt for an international world of human dignity 8 with the state having a pivotal role in protecting it. This paper examines human dignity as a legal value in two regimes of international law, in the regime of international biolaw and the regime of the human right to water. The purpose of the analysis is to examine the approach of the international community to the notion of human dignity, as perceived subjectively by each of us, in the sphere of bioethics and the human right to water.
A. Human dignity in bioethics
Human dignity is a core element and an integral part in international bioethics. 9 In this part of the paper, human dignity is examined in two biolaw texts, bioethical principles. 11 Specifically, the principles relating to bioethics include the respect to human dignity as enshrined in article 3 of the Declaration, which is entitled 'human dignity and human rights' and in the first paragraph it states that:
Human dignity, human rights and fundamental freedoms are to be fully respected.
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Apart from article 3, paragraph 1 the aims of the Universal Declaration include inter alia the promotion of human dignity and the protection of human rights, as well as the recognition of the importance of scientific freedom within the framework of ethical principles and human dignity. 13 In the UNESCO Declaration human dignity is not used as a technical term, therefore is neither defined nor delineated. The international legislator refers to 'human dignity' as a notion taken and introduced into the Declaration as perceived in general according to common understanding. Therefore, those implementing the Declaration can interpret the notion of human dignity every time ad hoc, without restrains by a rigid definition but on the basis of a large margin of appreciation.
Moreover, the generality in the formulation of the principles can be justified by the need to find a balance between the universalism of some bioethical norms and the respect for cultural diversity. 14 In the human rights discourse the appeal to human dignity is common and they are interrelated. Respect for human rights is based on the respect of human dignity, establishing the latter as their foundation. In this context, the relationship between human rights and human dignity is more than a philosophical, political, legal or sociological debate. It evolves into the foundations for the societies themselves, providing an anthropocentric and rationale status quo to the world we live in. As for the relationship between human dignity and bioethics, the UNESCO Universal Declaration illustrates the key role of human dignity. The UNESCO Declaration is lex specialis and it could be regarded as an extension of international human rights law in the field of biomedicine. However, a mere appeal to human dignity does not suffice to promote respect for human beings and that is the reason why human dignity and human rights are combined in the UNESCO Declaration, providing a practical tool for solving bioethical dilemmas. Despite the fact that it is a regional agreement, it is of outmost global significance, since it aims to safeguard human rights and ensure human dignity.
Precisely this is reiterated in the preamble of the Convention, where the importance of the dignity of the human being is underlined, along with the necessity to safeguard human dignity with regard to application of biology and medicine, especially when the risks of the latter's misuse are taken into account. 18 Article 1 of the Convention stipulates its purpose and object. Specifically, it states that: 16 The aim of first article of the Convention on Human Rights and Biomedicine is the protection of human dignity by the parties with regard to application of biology and medicine; its purpose is to avoid any kind of exploitation of the patient. 20 The
Convention follows a mere anthropocentric approach, according to which humans have a special status in nature, one that can be threatened by the potential of genetic research to reduce individuals to their genetic endowment.
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The Convention on Human Rights and Biomedicine is a very important legal tool for the recourse to human dignity. It is noteworthy that its Explanatory Report states that the concept of human dignity constitutes the essential value to be upheld and it is at the basis of most of the values emphasized in the Convention. 22 Last but not least the title itself of the Convention includes the notion of human dignity. 19 Convention on Human Rights and Biomedicine, see above, article 1. 20 respect, protect and fulfill the right to water and sanitation, the provision of sufficient water in good quality, the accessibility and affordability of water, non discrimination for the access to water and the participatory approach in decision making. 30 The fulfillment of these factors reflects the adequacy of water and thus, the protection of for the full enjoyment of life and all human rights. 31 In contrast with General Comment No. 15, which stems from a Committee for specific human rights, this resolution goes one step forward and states that the official recognition of the human right to water is an international community issue. The
United Nations Resolution contextualizes a human right which was, until then, selfevident, yet not incorporated into law. The right to water reflects the indivisibility of human rights, since it constitutes a precondition for the realization of other rights, such as the rights to life and health. 32 However, it is noteworthy that the notion of human dignity in this contextualization of the right to water is absent and there is no reference in the United Nations Resolution to the fundamental link between human dignity and the right to The case of sanitation is rather sensitive requiring a special attention, since the 31 United Nations General Assembly Resolution, The Human Right to Water and Sanitation. 10 human right to sanitation actually gives to everybody the right to have access to such services, which must be secure, hygienic, affordable and that provide privacy and ensure dignity. Privacy and dignity are related to people's social and cultural standards and take into consideration gender-related particularities, such as the use conditions of women and young girls. In other words, it could be argued that dignity and privacy evolve into human rights principles that permeate international human rights law and are relevant to the human right to sanitation and associated hygiene.
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The same year countries set a nexus of goals, in order to eradicate poverty and ensure prosperity for everyone. These are the sustainable development goals and each of them has specific targets to be achieved over the next 15 years, demanding the cooperation between governments, the private sector and the civil society. Goal 6 refers to the importance of ensuring access to water and sanitation for all, highlighting the challenges and the problems that the global society faces nowadays in regards to the quality and quantity of fresh water.
In the wording as well as in the description of the justification of Goal 6 there is no explicit reference to human dignity. Instead there is reference to the negative impacts of water scarcity, poor water quality and inadequate sanitation on food security, livelihood choices and educational opportunities for poor families across the world. Drought afflicts some of the world's poorest countries, worsening hunger and malnutrition. 36 The depiction of the above actually corresponds to situations where human dignity is blatantly attacked and insulted. The absence of the words 'human dignity' is substituted by a vivid description of a status quo that human existence is devaluated and apart from the right to water, a number of other rights, such as the right to education, to food, to security are also violated.
Conclusion
Human dignity and human rights are interrelated; they go hand in hand and the protection of human dignity safeguards the protection of human rights and vice versa.
In international human rights law the notion of dignity is a protagonist not only in legal texts but also in their practical implementation. The present paper examined the role of human dignity in two regimes of international law, biolaw and the human right to water, the first as a regime which regulates the use of science and medicine with respect to the rights of individuals and the second as a regime for the preservation of the most indispensable good for human nature.
In international biolaw human dignity is reiterated in the UNESCO Universal 
